1613              OVERBURY IN THE  TOWER.                 179

were given that he should have no communication with anyone
beyond the limits of his prison ; and, though his health was
failing, he was not permitted to have a servant with him. So
strictly were these orders, interpreted by Sir William Waad, the
Lieutenant of the Tower, that although Rochester sent every
day to inquire after the health of the prisoner, the bearers of
the messages were never allowed to see him, or even to deliver
a letter which, on one occasion, they had brought with them.

This was not what was intended. If Overbury should be
released without feeling a sense of obligation to Rochester, the
SirGf first thing he would do upon leaving the Tower
Heiwys would be to disclose the secrets which Rochester

Appointed

Lieutenant was anxious to keep from the public ear. Waad
Tower in must therefore be removed. It was not difficult to

iepace ^^ charges against him. He was accused of care-
w. Waad. iessness jn guarding his prisoners, and especially of
allowing too much liberty to Overbury. He had also per-
mitted the Lady Arabella to have the use of a key, which .
might, as it was alleged, prove serviceable to her if she had
any design of effecting her escape.1 A successor was found
in Sir Gervase Heiwys, who was likely to be more complaisant.
It is plain that Heiwys, upon his appointment, entered
into some kind of compact with Rochester and Northampton.
Heiwys's Of its nature there is no sufficient evidence. But it
wkTSo^ is Probable that he did not go farther than to agree
caster and to take care that their letters reached Overbury ,
ampton. . whilst he would be at hand to supply whatever com-
ments might be required, without allowing any suspicion to
arise that he was acting from other motives than those of kind-
ness to an unfortunate prisoner.2

Poison could have been administered far more easily in Rochester's own
house, and even if they could foresee that they would be able to substitute a
dependent of their own for Waad, their doing so would only be likely to
draw attention to their proceedings.

1 Waad's account of his dismissal, Sept, 1615, S. P. Dom. Ixxxi. 84;
Somerset's speech, Amos, 109.

- This conjecture seems to derive some strength from the letters in
HarL MSS. 7002.
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